rev- 


Itear Jerry, 1/5/9I 

As, you knew when you loaned me Friedman's From Beirut to Jerusalem, from the 
iews and his appearances I'd caught on OT I regarded him and his book as prejudiced. In 
reading it, and I'm up to page 144, I find it is dishonest in addition to being prejudiced 
^ is like our local nuiven, tfeacl^am, poo-liuslim, not^o-Arab. is at least quite 
unfair in writing about Christian Arabs. ¥hat sliocked me, in addition to his dishonesty that 
does extend to lies, is his ignorance of Jewish history and culture. If it is not ig- 
norance it is worse, de^^liberate misrepriisentation. I found fairly early and noted the 
page so I coulcd return to it, what I've since found to be what X expected, his unin- 
tended s(jlf -description in his criticism of (other j reporting from Lebanon (5l):^*As a 
reporter you had to learn to tkke a -little ray of red from here and a little ray of 
blue from there and then paint ^story fona the picture you thought most closely ap- 
proximateajJl reality." (l did not laark your book. I wrott; the page number on my marker. If 
it had been my own book I ' d have marked muo^ as I read in the event you wanted to dis- 
cuss it.) Throughout Friedman has or prtends to have only red and blue and he pretends he 
has all the colors with which he paints the picture he always wanted to paint. This is 
quite apparent in his chapter "Inside the iialeidoscope . " 

lie has gotten this far - and with 550 pages not because he lacked space- without 
giving his rdader any inkling of the historj- of the Jews or of the Jews in what became 
the Palestine territory. Not even th;^ it is the homeland of Jews or that at the time they 
were part of the ^man empire, in tloat very territory they were, before the^aSughters 
began, 10^3 of the population of the iioman empire. Nor any of the history of the times 
tiiey were driven from tlieir homeland or by whom. Or of their subsequent history, save 
for a few cracks at Zionism, or of the promises made to establish a homeland there or 
of the Arab refusals of any homeland for Jews, even when as little as IQ 0 of the present 
State of Israel was proposed by the British Peel comiaission, accepted by Jews and 
rejected without any discussion by Arabs. «.s of this day, the misinterpretations of 
nrafatAs actual words to the contrary notvjithstanding, no Kuslim state save for fegypt 
has recognized the State of Israel and no organi:sation of Paelstinians , including the 
PLO. That the US administration misrepresented what Arafat actually said typifies the 
perennial, the all-time problems for the State of Israel. 

Throughout he represents tliat the entire Palestiljfe terriotircT is the State, the 
West Bank and the Gaza strip. They . are less than a quarter of it. 

/4l~liough he does not state it, he actually represents that until Zionism there 
were no Jews at all there and there has never been a time when some were not there. As 
of Vforld War I there were so many they vi«i volunteered in large numbers for the British 
arnQT , which used them at Gallipoli, where they were quite heroic, as coiimon labor under 
the most hazardous conditions. Jews tlien were about 5G/a of the population of Jerusalem, 



He beguns the chapter (l2b) by representing that ithe to m^despicableil Sharon was 

i 

exceptional as a general and defense minsiter because he "did not play ganes v/ith his 
enemies. He killed them," What general iw what war ever didn't? He follows this pre- 

judicial formulation with, "After a years in Beirut I came to underaltand a 
little why the Jews had a state and the Palestinians didn't," What I'il^quojfe next is with- 
out any interruption in quotation, but I here note again that the Palestinians, under Ab- 
dullah, had more than 3/4 of Palestine for a homeland and that the Palestinians had always 

rejected any division of what rema.jxe that would create any Jewish state, no matter how 
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minuscule, as under the^Peel commission^sproposed 10 /o of the remaining of Palestine 
for a Jewish state, an insignificant faction of the x'alestine territory. When Friedman 
ignores this and much other related history and states what he states here he is disl^est 
and in c^text, he lies, "The European Jews wiio built Israel came out of a culture of 
sharp edges and ri^t angles. They were cold, hard men" and because they "were always a 
nation apart, they developed their own autonomous institutions and ha^ to rely on their 
own deep tribal sense of solidarity,.," Vihen since Mohammed's holocaust hpH there wve^ 
been any Jewish "nation" anywhere in the world? 

Pre-Israel Jewish culture was only and all "sharp edges and right angles" he says. 

Is that how Jews survived centuries of persecution, by not adapting, making no curves, 
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which he attributes to Arabs only, even linking the cresent in that representation? Would 
any have survived the Inquisition? No tiarranos? '■‘■his is how Jews survived in the 


any nave survivea the xnquxsxtionV Wo tlarranos? ■‘■his is how Jews ai«w*bed survived in the 
pre-Christain an.i early Christian era in Home or earlier and later after the Inquisition 
^'4le\hey migrated northward f rom~Sepi3pain and then Eastward? This is h^si^rvived the 


•■ae they migrated northward from SeplEpain and then Eastward? This is ho\^ survived the 
horriblte massacres of the Crusades in Europe, especially in what is now Germany? *his is 
how so many of them smrvived in the Ottoman empire, including in the Palestine terri- 
tory throughout all those years and after V^orld War I? I doubt if any people ever learned 
to surviVe by adapting the opjosiC of shapfi^ edges and right angles, 

I do not want to hide the fact that th<; more I've read of Friedman the more^ con- 
vinced tliat he is, litee the not innumerable *'^ark -wanes, that he became a Jew-hating Jews 
perhaps in part from the persecutions of his youth, perhaps in part from his education 
in Egypt of which he brags early on. 

^ is ciither grossly ignorant of Jewish men throuijhout the eons and particularly 
in ■the days before Herzl and tlu’oughout the period through Viorld War II if he can really 
believe jrhat "T^e Eurpoean Jews who built Israel... were cold, hard men." "‘•t is only be- 
cause they were the exact opposite that they survived at all! -iie is an educated Jew who 
hasn't read ^3iolem iJLeichem, who never saw or listened to Fiddler on the Hoof? This is 
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a gross, racist libel also of those men first in Palestine and then in Israel, as if he 
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had any knowledge, had done ani'^ reading at all, he w2iuld have known and should have 


known without it from his youthful years in the Kibbutzem and his later life in Isreal 





There never was a tiiae, including after the State of Israel was established, when 
this was, ever true and it is li^£i^us^*^false with regard to the care they gave ill Arabs, 
particularly pregnant Arab women. Theee ^iiver was a tine when afcab v/oman unable to pay 
were not adni-ted to the Jewish hospitals for the birth of their children and later, one 
of the reasons I cofiftibute annjially to one of those hospitals, 

Vihat next follows, about Jews not inviting othea- in for coffee, is not even good 
garbage, for hhich uses are found, it is rotten trash. They've always done this, although 
not always with coffee. Believe ne, I lived my youth with it , including when I did not 
want it because it interfered with what I wanted to do and thereby couldn't, and 1 don't 
mean only Jews with ‘^ews. There were only four Jewish f^inilies where I grew up in V/ilmington. 
V/hat kind of life he led I can only wonder when he puts this kind of gross falsity on 
paperwith hia name on it, (ifot that tliis approach would hurt him at the Times ^ which 
has the policies he supports.) 

— m not to go into Retail on vdiat follows in v/hich he maJves no mention of the 
o. 

existene of war aixd states of war but it is not, even if entirely true, in :tnay way un- 

sonuft usual in the rest of the world or in modern history during wars. (He writes «n 

this without reference to the persisting states of war, by the way, or mention exdept for 

a misrepresentation hope I find about v;hat was hapixening to "^srael from i*ebanon or 

even what uararafat and the PiiO was doing from -ijebhnon.^ 

Tn order to support his preconc^'Tiions and prejudices he picks and choses from 

those he wants to quote oxay what suits his preconceptions in the following pages, *md he 

^oes into the Israeli invasion of Lebanon without even indicating why it v;as done. U29) 

|;/e next misrepresents Israeli attitudes towrd the invasion by faMure to mention 
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that some supported an invasion for only about 25 miles, to keep the PlO away eliough to 
prevent its use of artillery and to make it more di^j^’ficult to launch attacks on Israel. 

Later he nnetjons this 25-mile bit only to pretend that no Jews wanted that limit, \/liich 
I remember quite clearly is fa-lse, Thej'e also was a real flap over the fiikud's going 

farthur. But Friedman never says why and ■^£55' pretends it was for taking Lebtcion over. 

- ct . 

■‘•n ro|)(j^ting what is not unusual in recent wars as though it were uniquely Israeli, 
and extending tliis to the pretebse that Israel knew nothing at all about tehanon^ for khich 
his proof is what he qhotes an enlisted man or two as saying, he never gets around to 
telling his readel#s that the only Arabs in •Lebanon v/ho would have anything at all to do 
with Israel were the Christians, He ret'ers to s small pamphlet to inform soldiers ) 

wkthout saying what its purpose was, says it has only two ^ssing references to the 
Shiites, and Sciys of the .mUtical objectives it said this was "to secure the existence of 
the (5tiristians and to make possible a politicar~®gSSaFarrangement that will enable 
Lebanon to recover its sovereignity." What were the military objectives? Nothing at all 
on it in those Mpp? Vfas it primarily a political or a military message for the soldiers? 
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There is something wrong with giving the Arab Christians security? (He never says 
why they needed it, of course.Or that they were endangered by those who endangered Israel. 

k^ould one think ttiat a good reporter would report from whom Lebanon had to recover 

its soverexgn^ty? He has come this far without saying that Syria had invaded Lebanon and 
rem ain ed there for so many eyars. 

% says of ^ i-ebananese Vhristians (l37) that they were "a corrupt, wealthy, venal 
(a la Arafat, perhaps?^ collection of loafia-like dons, who favored gold chains,strong 
cologne, and Mercedeses with amor plating. . . .motiiihted by a combination of fear and 
greed, . . .warlords ...” 

liven if Friedman goes into some of what he up to this point was omitted at later 
points in his book, he will be unable. to purify the well he has up to this point poisoned 
against all Jews and Arab Christians and he will not be unable to remove what he has 
poisoned the refers mind with. 

What I'd hoped to spt and didn^Jt I don't now lock for because b.1 will soon call me 
for lunch, and then the 6agles-Hedskins bloodbath, l^edman doesn't merely pretends, he 
actually says that the jJ ID had done no more^^ Israel f perhaps limited to the year before 
th« time he is ab/ut, but what I s ^ w ill be as true of'^^ears^ as it is of 

the many year^ la^'lobb^^OBigr a single shell from Lebanon into Israel, ^o not know 
about s]g.ls,^^^^ us admit thc^t this is true, only one articllery shell. How about 
all the many^ invasions so many of wMch were frustrated by the terrorists being caught? 

(He as says not a word abiut these many terrorists attacks, from land and from sea - from 
southern •‘^banon. 


I'm not going to Carry this further. I castiagate him as a Judenrat, as a dishonest 
man writing a didhonest book, in the conetxt of the real world, particularly of that 
part of the eorld and its potential influence witiiin tiiis country, an evil book that has 
cdnee much ham and may well do more. He exposes himself as a racist and as a propa- 
gandist for ioislims, against Jews tmd against Christian Arabs. 


I suppose the Jewish orgatjlizations were silent in part because they feared 
attjrcting morS attention to the book and in part bec<jiuse they fear the power and influence 
of the New York r'imes'wife^the policies of which Friedman parrots. 

And in this he explots his being bom Jewish, although he makes no reference to being 
a believer of a practicing Jew^. He also does not say that he isn't. He merely usee the 
fact that he was bt'm Jewish as another weapon in liis propaganda arsenal. 


I don-t seeing any of this in tie Post or hearing 4 its appearing in 

any other papers or on the electronic nedia. While hock-review aectiona cannot be equated 
Witt editorial poliolea, net that these editors do net knew where their checks cone fron, 

it is I think weal of the «»dia follo.lng national policy vis-a-via Israel and the Smba 
at least since Hegan rewrote and nullified the Camp David accords. 
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l/6/yi after reading a bit more I decided to write a bit more, 1 .rgely be^;uuse I am 
even more' convinced that those who want to believe wliat iJ’riedman says do not read him 
critically and do not question what he presents as facts. Part of his "facts" are his 
reading of Sharon's mind. I iooked for sources and he has none, ■‘’‘o footnote, nc^ attribution 
to anyone, not even to the PLO of what he says a about what was in Sharon's m^nl^ and -“egin's 

■“egin did not believe that Palestinians had any rights at all 142) ?his no 

doubt is why he negotiated the Camp David agreement which gave then autinomy in the West 
Bank and the CJaza Strip, save for foreign and militas’y affairs? -decause they liad no rij^ts 
in his mind? 

Because of persecution in P^and Begin had complexes andj"a need for war" U 53-4) 

Thee wqr wauld eliminate his complexes! So Friedman invokes the subway shooter, 4*ernard 
Coetz as proof, .(if there is one thing that is absolutely fixed in Israeli th-inVHn^ it 
is that if Israel l(5^es a major battle it ceased to exist, ^mother is that because it has 
so small a population compared to the >^ab world is can afj’ord no manpower loses that can 
be avoided.) 

u/ A 

"Bdgin did not quite have the ^^ts /Tor the know-how to mani’julate a whole country 
..." That he did not have this know-how udoubtedly is how he won the election. No guts? 

Of course noti He demonstrated this beyond question by his participation in the bombing 
of the Idng DavM hotel when it was British HCi. well as in his participation in the 
freeing of Jews lield captive by the British in armed and fenced-in camps. 

There is more but I think this is enough. Vihat Friedman has in this acclaimed book 
would not be accepted by a dumdum nevfspaper editor. j"t is not pJbumalism, i4 is not logi- 
cal or rational thinkiiag, it is not even reasonable. But it is what many people want to 
believe and thjrs it is acceptable th them as it was to reviewers and those who write 
oped pieces.. 

Asda s assassination of the elcted -^banese president, Bashir Cameyal is OK be- 
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cause Israel supported Gemayal but retaliation for this assassination is barbarity. (Ss 
without contei^ it surely was, but it was not major compared with other krab atrocities 
against krabs. Kven if Israel made it possible. Israel is to be judged by standards not 
applied to krabs.jpr 

Even Friedman's account of why Israel's military moved as slowly as it did in some 
places is dishonetly reported by l^'riedman. Such the PLO's encampment at the operating 
Beirut airport, kttacks ricked many innocents at the airport and international condem- 
nation for it. It is only in :r<porting that the Israeli amay move(f' a bit slower passing 
some of the mountains does Friedman mention any Syrian presence but he has not yetsaid 
that Syria is the long-tiiae invader. They mei-ely had tanks on those mountains. Sf course 
it is OK for Syria to invade but it is not OK for the Israeli's to invader to drive thbse 
killing its civilians to where the^/ could not. 
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Kven what filially drove the P.-.U out of i«banon Friednan attributes to arab 
pressure, particularly fron Saeb Salam.It was because the Israeli anay drove then out and 
^rmitted an agreement by wiiich they could leave without further attacks on them. 

^ iie is so addicated to the PLU and .mrafat that he quotes arafat for all the world 
as though it is real, what iirafat said on iiis de|jart.ure , "I am vert pround because we had 
the l^or of defending this part of -Beirut." Defending it hellt He and the PuO are repons- 
sible for its destruction, without their presence and activity there was no reason for 
any Israeli interest and there would not have bees^' any bombing. Without krafat's flight to 
Lebanon when he failed to take Jordan over, Lebanon would have been left with its tradi- 
tional conflicts but there would not have been any Israeli invasion of any kinH and none 
of the extraordinary damage for wliich arafat and tlie PLO are responsible. Their presence 
also meant an appearance of legitimacy for the Syrian invasion and tfe'' enormous destruction 
and political control, to say notiiiiij; of many murders and much terrorism^ at least a fig 
leaf of legitimacy. 

It is not until the next chapt'ir that Friedman even gets around to telling his 
reader tliat there were Syrian fighting units in /Beirut. 

1 think tiiat Sharon mane Siibra and jjac Shatila possibfte, that it was terrible, 
barbaric and wrong in every way. But not it alone^^ among all the terrible things done by 
so many iui that long-running tragedy. The Syrians, for example, killed many more. To 
Friedmans silence, to his removing every context for this awful tragedy. In a part of the 
world where people live by and for vengeance, many of them at least, it is less than 
honest to treat this one as unique, to report it without c.-ntext, ./ith no comparisons. 

The farthur I get in this book the less respect jT have for Friedman as a writer 
and the more inclined I am to my own amateur shrinkery. (l deny him the right to any 
monopoly. ) The more I believe he has the complexes he attributes to Begin, For whom 
I also have no use. 

How unciltical people can be when they read what they want to believe! Bubli&her 
editor iihckles should have raised when much of this was read. Unless it is what the 
publisher and editors wanted people to believe. 

Even /riedman's opnions can't be trusted when he Sc,ys Begin had no guts, given 
his public record, a record that i abomiiate, by the way. 

Even if his name were -^arouk rather than Friedman this could not be considered 
honest writing or of honest intent. 

Not can leasL'X^CfnLluue Lo regard him as an honest man, as I had, believing 

that he was merely prejdiiced. 

Unfortunately there afe many legitimate complaints, particularly under the Likud. 
Friedman even destroys the legitimacy of the complaints that can be fairly made. 


